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kas i in general ; while in K&lidasa's works we find an ailu-sion to the Hfma kings 2 and the Yavanas. 3 Now then it is obvious that both Kalidasa and Knmaradasa have mentioned the Yavanas. From ICalidasa?s works it appears that he considers them to be foreigners, probably Iiido-Bactrians or Greeks who might have been carrying inroads or living npon war ; and their women might also have been assisting them in carrying their arms in such excursions. It is thus plain that Kalidasa does not attach any importance to this Yavana tribe. But Kumaradasa distinctly tells us that his hero defeated a Yavanendra or a mighty Yavana king. If K&lidil-sa is held to be the contemporary of the author of the Janaldhara?za, his omission of this Yavaua kiug appears to us suspicious. Like Kumaradasa, Kalidasa ought to have mentioned this powerful Yavana king somewhere in his history of the Rag-has or his other works ; but since he does not mention this king, it appears probable that he was never a contemporary of the Ceyloneso poet. Kalidasa in his works shows a perfect knowledge of the history and geography of India. He, no doubt, alludes to the Hima chiefs or perhaps the Hfma kings in his Ra~ ghuvans'a ; but the royal poet of Ceylon is silent on this point and simply makes mention of the Turushkas. As mentioned before Kanishka and his successors are called Turushkas in the Rajatanvn-gi/a, in his paper on the date of Pataftjali by Dr. Bhandarkar, and in R. C. Dutt's History of India ; * it follows from this that the ancient Aryas had no doubt a distinct notion of the names of each of these foreign races and had made no confusion whatever. Thus then Ku-ra&rad&sa had a distinct notion of the Turushka descendants
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